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some notes, but not many. The pages are frequently disfigured with 
wrong spelling, and wrong accents and breathings upon the Greek 
words and phrases ; errors appear also in the occasional Hebrew. 

Professor Barde's book is an excellent commentary on Acts for 
popular, uncritical use, and will undoubtedly perform an excellent 
service for French-using people. It is earnest, devout, and positive, 
with more scholarship in it than usually falls to the lot of popular 
books on the Bible. Scientifically judged, it has unfortunate limita- 
tions which withhold it from a place among works of first rank. It 
does not belong in the same class with Wendt's new commentary on 
Acts. C. W. Votaw. 

The University of Chicago. 

Paul the Man, the Missionary, and the Teacher. By Orello 
Cone, D.D., author of Gospel Criticism and Historical Chris- 
tianity, The Gospel and its Earliest Interpretations, etc. New 
York: The Macmillan Co., 1898. Pp. xii + 475. $2. 

Dr. Cone in the present volume has given professional students a 
book that deserves serious consideration. It is gratifying to find that 
it is written from the point of view of the modern historian, and is 
characterized by patient and exhaustive study. It is, of course, to a 
considerable degree dependent upon Weizsacker, but at the same time 
is marked by a gratifying originality in thought and conclusion. Its 
general critical position is to be seen in its distrust of Acts and its 
insistence that Paul's gospel is not that of the original apostles. As 
regards both these positions, we feel serious doubts. After all allowance 
is made for the true character of the book of Acts, an exhaustive criticism 
will be far less likely to discredit the component elements of the book 
than is Dr. Cone's. Nor is it by any means clear that the fundamentals 
of Paul are not those of the original church. Both alike believe that 
Jesus was the Christ, that he was to come to establish a kingdom of 
God, and that it was the duty of all to prepare for that coming kingdom. 
The great difference between the Jerusalem group and the Pauline 
group of Christians consisted in that the former believed that this 
preparation was to be through law, while Paul held that it was to be by the 
indwelling Spirit. But it is a far cry from this difference to a different 
gospel. And why, in the light of statements on p. 81 as to the need of 
the Jewish element in Paul's Gentile mission, should Dr. Cone be so 
hostile to Acts ? 

The volume as a whole is not strictly a biography, but rather a 
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study of the doctrine or teaching of Paul. The first portion, which 

deals with Paul as a man, lacks in human touch. Paul is hardly more 

than a name, a thought, while in the discussion of Paul's journeys 

Dr. Cone has omitted reference to the work of Ramsay, and practically 

is oblivious to the entire question as to Galatia. At the same time his 

treatment of Pauline thought, though too often unsympathetic, at points 

is admirable, and, while we should be tempted to dissent most strongly 

from some of the conclusions which Dr. Cone has reached from his 

data, we are glad to recognize the completeness with which his material 

has been gathered. Had the book been written with a little more 

historical imagination, or had it been frankly called the Teaching of 

Paul, it would have gained in effectiveness. As it is, it is a book to be 

studied by every man who wishes to understand Paulinism. 

Shailer Mathews. 
The University of Chicago. 

KOMMENTAR ZUM ERSTEN BRIEFE DES ApOSTELS PAULUS AN DIE 

Thessalonicher. Von Dr. Adolph Johannes. Dillingen, 
a. D.: Verlag von Paul Tabor, 1898. Pp. x+357. M. 6. 

It is not necessary that a commentary on 1 Thessalonians should 
take a conservative or a radical view of the questions involved. For 
some of the most judicious among the critical commentators still class 
this with the four great epistles, Philippians, and Philemon as a genu- 
ine Pauline epistle. But it is necessary that any commentator seriously 
consider the grave questions out of which doubt of the epistle has 
arisen, and have some sense of the comparative value of arguments 
pro and con. It is not the position, but the adequacy, of the commen- 
tary that is open to criticism. 

There are two of these main questions : first, the relation of this 
epistle to the account of the founding of the church in the Acts of the 
apostles; and, second, the authenticity of the epistle. To the first 
there is only one answer ; the differences between this epistle and the 
account in the Acts are quite irreconcilable. The contradictions 
between the letter and Acts, too familiar to require detailed mention 
here, are stated in this commentary without any sufficient explanation, 
and yet no attention is drawn to the bearing that they have on the 
relation of the Acts to the epistle. 

The second question, as to the Pauline authorship, is one about 
which it is impossible to speak so decisively. There is very much 
of the Pauline flavor, style, and personnel about the epistle. The 



